Dear Jerry^ 


6/10/09 


Here la Epetein'e "Deception'* for the library* Aa I told you today before flnlahing 
It t It la a total waste oi time If read for information* It ndainfoima, dlainforma, nds- 
repreaenta and It even Ilea* I'll dte an example or two from the few comments I wrote 
on the pa^a* 

It la at once an effort to rehabilitate James Jeaua ^H:igl 6 ton and a cold war 
diatribe* It is ao much an effort to make Angleton right that toward the end I was thinking 
of the author not as fidward i Jay Spatein but as Hdward Jeaua Angles teln* 

My only original interest in the book was what he had about Noaenko* ^t has nothing 
at all by way of fact and it has much the exact opposite* ^e has not a word about what 
Nossnko said, for example, to the FBI, or what he said about Oswald euid the DSiiB'a 
records on Oswald* I believe tld.s is not an oversight* Hathar la it that he could not 
have argued so dishonestly if he had to write and explain his way around what Kosenko 
told the FBI about Oswald* In the USiR and what the KGB believed of him, that he was an 
agent in place or a **aleeprer** agent* Yet the first thixd. of the book is, ostensibly 
about Kosenko and Oswald or Kosenko's alleged **deception*' role beginning with Oswald* 

In a number of places I have marked what I regard aa dishonest, using that word* 

None of what has, without questioner, happened in the USSR under Gorbachev hiU, 
according tTBafKl Spetein, happened at all* I am not exaggerating* ^ says it ia all 
deception, the sixth Glaanoat Deception* 

An example of a He Epstein had to know is a He ia in his epilogue on Angieton, 
page 2601 

"Angleton evidently beHeved Oswald's shuttling iBuilLiaMdifTiJIi between the Cubans 
and the SoUets l^n Medico City required cooperation (meaning between the Cubans and the 
USSR), especially since Os'wald was eventually telegraphed a visa by the Cuban Foreign 
^Hnistry in Havana*" 

Whether or not Oswald required a seeing-eye dog to lead him from one of the 
buildings to giu>ther, it ig without question that he failed to get a visa to go to 
guba and had a memorable scrap over its refusal* 

However, if the CIA had had any such information and withheld it from the FBI and 
the Warren Commission, what a teribbe thing that was* ^n fact, however, quite aside from 
what was made pubHc by the Warren ComndLsslon and the House Select '^omnlttee on Assassi- 
nations, which is soHd on the Cuban refusal to give Oswald a vissf the CIA also had its 
own way of knowing, as Angleton surely knew and as the CIA, via Angleton or othsxnirise, 
probably did let Epetein kziow. 

When A>avid PhilHps was deposed in a lawsuit he filed he was accompanied by, 
a-ong other officdLals, one froia the CIA to be sure tliat he did not disclose any liioi 
information that ougjit not be disclosed* ^IHps testified that the CIA's Maxioo ^ty 
station had an Inflj de source in the Cuban mission* In addition, he testified to the 
taping of which we know and to his personal knowledge of it* 

There is not a single source cited, not a single footnote in the Kosenko portion* 
Thereafter there are reiy few not 13 of any kind* There is no way for the reader to know 
the source of most of this book and my boHef i* that there la no actual sogUce, that it 
it what Epstein began intending to say, plus hia rendition of what Angleton may have said 
that ia not attribut r to ^Hagleton* 

The book was pubHahed only two months ago* It ia ao very wrong, so obviously 
biased and dishonest in what it says about the USSR today, I think it wiH die a fairly 
rapid death, save for the other Ueologuas who may want to see their own preconceptions 
on paper* 






